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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

1. Claims 1-10 have been presented for reconsideration. Claim 1 1 has been added. 
Claims 1-1 1 are now pending in the instant application. Claims 1-1 1 stand rejected. 

2. Applicants' arguments submitted 07/19/2005 have been fully considered, 
Examiners response is as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Claim 1 recites the limitation of "using only a single translation" in line 9. 
Applicants' specification does not contain any description of how this is performed. 
Since there is no description or definition of the terms used in the limitation "using only a 
single translation" this limitation is not enabled. Applicant is encouraged to specifically 
point out where in the specification where enabling support for this limitation resides. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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4. Claims 1-6, 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Coleman of record. 

Regarding claim 1, Colman discloses a computer-implemented method for 
facilitating the translation of files between formats. See figures 2B and 3 and the 
corresponding portions of Colman's specification for this teaching. In particular, Colman 
discloses "A method for facilitating the translation of files comprising: 

- establishing, via a host computer, definitions comprising at least one of 
sorting criteria, filter criteria, data range, file format, [the present invention can 
also be used to perform conversions of the file formats] accounting codes, and 
formatting criteria [adjusting the formatting] [Column 6, lines 9-24]; 

- creating, via said host computer, an interface file including said definitions 
[Figure 3, item 202]; 

- reading, via said host computer, data from a first source [Figure 3, item 
212]; 

- reading, via said host computer, said definitions contained in said interface 
file [Figure 3, item 202]; 

- translating, via said host computer, using only a single translation of said 
data from said first source according to said definitions contained in said 
interface file [Figure 3, item 216] and 

- saving, onto host computer, said interface file [Figure 1]" as claimed. 
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Applicant Argues 

While the five step formatting process as disclosed by Coleman may be 
advantageous under certain circumstances, it would not prove to be the most efficient 
when there is a need to simply format data from a source in accordance with the 
requirements of a description. As such, Coleman does not disclose or suggest the 
translating step of claim 1 specifically the amended limitation of "using only a single 
translation" 

Examiners Response 

Examiner finds an argument to the efficiency to the method as disclosed by 
Coleman to be not germane to limitations as claimed. As such, this argument is 
unpersuasive and the rejection to claim 1 stands. 

Regarding claim 2, Colman discloses the method of claim 1 "wherein said 
establishing step comprises: 

- receiving 1 information regarding a type of said interface file to be created; 

- receiving data regarding a desired file format; and 

- receiving formatting data regarding a format of said data being translated 
[In order to begin the data conversion process, a user is first required to input 



1 Examiner notes the amendment to claim 2 changing entering (which requires the user as disclosed) to 
receiving, receiving has been interpreted as -receiving user— as is consistent with the specification. 
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information regarding the input data in input data format and the desired output data 
format for the converted data. (Column 8, lines 21-24)]" as claimed. 

Regarding claim 3, Colman discloses the method of claim 2 "wherein said 
receiving formatting data step comprises: entering said formatting data for each field of 
said data being translated [Thus, here the user specifies the data format of the input 
environment including all of the tables or units and all of the parts or fields of the 
respective records in each of the respective tables. (Column 8, lines 50-53)]" as 
claimed. 

Regarding claim 4, Colman discloses the method of claim 3, "wherein said 
formatting data comprises: 

- a field name; 

- a description; 

- a length of the field; 

- an indicator of fixed-width/variable width status; 

- a mask to force data into a particular style; 

- justification information; 

- position information; and 

- element information [Thus, here the user specifies the data format of the 
input environment including all of the tables or units and all of the parts or fields 
of the respective records in each of the respective tables. (Column 8, lines 50- 
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53)] [The present invention also includes a data mapping object for records which 
utilize this field definition referred to herein as parts. Parts define the actual 
interworkings of a record, i.e., the type, the size, and the format of a respective 
record. In the example described above, the parts of the above employee data 
record would be the name field, the social security number field, the salary field, 
the date of birth field, etc. (Column 8, lines 5-1 1 )]" as claimed. 

Regarding claim 5, Colman discloses the method of claim 4 "wherein said 
element information comprises: 

- information regarding a type of said data in said field, wherein said 
information comprises at least one of: 

- a calculated expression; 

- a static table entry; 

- alphanumeric information; and 

- a query [Thus, here the user specifies the data format of the input 
environment including all of the tables or units and all of the parts or fields of the 
respective records in each of the respective tables. (Column 8, lines 50-53)] [The 
present invention also includes a data mapping object for records which utilize 
this field definition referred to herein as parts. Parts define the actual 
interworkings of a record, i.e., the type, the size, and the format of a respective 
record. In the example described above, the parts of the above employee data 
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record would be the name field, the social security number field, the salary field, 
the date of birth field, etc. (Column 8, lines 5-1 1 )]. 

Regarding claim 6, Colman discloses the method of claim 2 "further comprising: 

- selecting a template file as a starting point for creating the interface file 
[Figure 3, item 200 - 202]; 

- entering data regarding a sorting preference [Figure 3, item 204 - 208]; 
and 

- entering data regarding a filtering preference." as claimed. [Figure 3, item 
204 - 208] 

Regarding claim 8, Colman discloses the method of claim 1 "wherein said 
translating step further comprises: 

creating a second source of a predetermined type; 
writing said data to said second source; and, 

saving said second source [In step 218 the converted output data is stored in a 
destination medium. It is noted that this destination medium may be the same medium 
on which the input data was stored or may be a new medium (second source) (Column 
15, lines 15-18)]" as claimed 
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Applicant Argues 

Applicant traverses the new matter rejection to claim 8 citing support from 
paragraph 57 of the specification. 

Examiners Response 

Examiner has considered paragraph 57 in view of the rejection given and 
withdraws the §1 12 1 st paragraph rejection for claim 8 with the following interpretation of 
the claim. 

creating a second file of a predetermined type; 
writing said data to said second file; and, 
saving said second file. 
Applicants' arguments do not overcome the prior art rejections of Claim 8. 

Regarding claim 9, Colman discloses the method of claim 1 "wherein said step of 
establishing definitions further comprises establishing definitions having a property 
relating to a data field [the present invention can also be used to perform conversions of 
the file formats ... adjusting the formatting (Column 6, lines 9-24)]" as claimed. 

Regarding claim 10, Colman discloses the method of claim 9 "wherein said 
property includes at least on of 

- field name, description, status, length flag, length, minimum length, 
maximum length, format mask, justification, pad character, quote, delimiter flag, 
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start position, end position, counter interment flag, element, query field, static 
table entry, counter, fixed test, expression, character function and common 
expression [the present invention uses field definition data objects referred to as 
parts which define the inner workings of a record, i.e., the type, the size, and the 
format, etc. of each field in a record (Column 2, line 57- Column 3, line 5)]" as 
claimed. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Colman discloses the method of claim 1 "wherein said step 
of creating, via said host computer, an interface file includes creating only one interface 
file [Figure 3, item 202]" as claimed . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coleman 
in view of Free On-Line Dictionary of Computing definition of the term "wizard" 
<http://foldoc.doc.ia.ac.uk/foldoc/foldoc.cgi7wizard> printed 6/1/05, created (1998-09- 
07) hereafter "FOLDOC". 
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Regarding claim 7, Coleman discloses the method of claim 1 wherein said step 
of establishing definitions comprises establishing definitions based upon a user via a 
user interface. 

Coleman, does not expressly teach that the [step of establishing definition 
comprises establishing definition based upon a response to a question presented to 
a user via a user interface (emphasis added)]. 

FOLDOC teaches the use of a "wizard" or [FOLDOC: an interactive help utility 
that guides the user through a potentially complex task ...(4 th definition)] 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the "wizard" functionality as disclosed by FOLDOC with the system 
as described by Coleman. 

The motivation for doing so would have been to allow an average user (one with 
out particular knowledge of the complexities of a system as required by Coleman Figure 
3, items 204-208) to perform expertly as disclosed by FOLDOC [4 th definition, lines 3-5]. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO form 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Luke Osborne whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4027. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leo P. Picard can be reached on (571) 272-3749. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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